
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- April 13, 1966 
Appeal No. 8684 D.F. Antonelli, Jr. et al, appellants. 

The Zoning Administrator of the District of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and carried with Messrs. 
William S. Harps and Arthur P. Davis dissenting in part, the 
following Order was entered by the Board at its meeting on April 
27, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- July 27, 1966 

ORDERED : 

That the appeal for permission to erect an office building 
with roof structures in accordance with the provisions of Section 
3308 of the Zoning Regulations at 2000 L Street, NW., lot 85, 
square 76, be granted. 

That the appeal for permission to provide arcades meeting the 
requirements of Section 7515.11 of the Zoning Regulations at 2000 
L Street, NW., lot 85, square 76, be denied in part. 

From the record and the evidence adduced at the public hearing, 
the Board finds the following facts: 

(1) Appellants' property is located in a C-3-B District. 

(2) Appellant proposes to erect an eight (8) story office 
with roof structures and an open arcade. 

(3) The area of appellants1 lot is 52,494 square feet. 

(4) The area of the proposed building is 45,575 with a roof 
structure area of 13,100 square feet. 

(5) The roof structures will house mechanical equipment and 
will be constructed of precast concrete off-white in color and 
split-rock brick of similar color. The street facade will be con- 
structed of precast concrete off-white in color. 

(6) The appeal for the roof structure is granted under plans 
by Weihe, Black and Kerr, architects, drawings A-6, A-8, A-9 and 

' A-10, as approved by Mr. Arthur P. Davis, member of the Board. The 
drawings were signed by Mr. Davis on July 19, 1966. 
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( 7 )  Appel lan ts  a l s o  r e q u e s t s  permiss ion t o  provide an  open 
a rcade  a t  t h e  ends of t h e  b u i l d i n g  (20th and 2 1 s t  S t s . )  which 
would be a t  a  l e v e l  d i f f e r e n t  from t h a t  a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  sidewalk. 
I n  a d d i t i o n ,  a p p e l l a n t s  proposes t o  c a r r y  t h e  a rcade  around t h e  
bu i ld ing  excep t  f o r  a  smal l  p o r t i o n  a t  t h e  r e a r  which would be a t  
sidewalk grade on "L" S t r e e t  and s l i g h t l y  above sidewalk grade a t  
t h e  r e a r  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  on 20th and 2 1 s t  S t r e e t s .  

(8 )  Appel lan t  a l s o  desires t o  provide an  open a rcade  having 
an FAR c r e d i t  o f  0.25 b u t  having p a r t  of t h e  a rcade  a t  a  dep th  
g r e a t e r  than  25 f e e t  from t h e  b u i l d i n g  l i n e .  I t  i s  a l s o  d e s i r e d  
t o  have t h e  a rcade  exceed 25% of t h e  g r o s s  f l o o r  a r e a  a d j a c e n t  t o  
t h e  arcade.  

OPINION: 

The Board concludes t h a t  t h e  roof s t r u c t u r e s  on t h i s  proposed 
b u i l d i n g  w i l l  harmonize wi th  t h e  street f r o n t a g e  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  
i n  a r c h i t e c t u r a l  c h a r a c t e r ,  m a t e r i a l ,  and c o l o r .  The roof s t r u c -  
t u r e  i s  i n  harmony wi th  t h e  purpose and i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning Regu- 
l a t i o n s  and w i l l  n o t  tend t o  adverse ly  a f f e c t  t h e  use  of neighboring 
p rope r ty .  

The a rcade  a long t h e  f r o n t  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  a t  "L" S t r e e t  con- 
forms wi th  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions  and i s  n o t  ques t ioned  i n  t h i s  
appea l .  However, t h e  a rcades  a long  20th and 2 1 s t  S t r e e t s  and a c r o s s  
t h e  r e a r  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  r e q u i r e  t h e  approval  of t h e  Board i n  o rde r  
t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  may be a b l e  t o  t r a n s f e r  f l o o r  a r e a  c r e d i t  conta ined  
t h e r e i n  t o  another  p a r t  of  t h e  bu i ld ing .  The Board f i n d s  t h a t  
a l though t h e  a rcades  on 20th and 2 1 s t  S t r e e t s  do n o t  m e e t  the str ict  
requirements  of t h e  Regulat ions ,  they  do conform wi th  t h e  i n t e n t ,  
being s l i g h t l y  above sidewalk grade ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  Board approves 
t h e s e  a rcades .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  a rcades  a t  
t h e  r e a r  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  do n o t  conform e i t h e r  t o  t h e  let ter o r  t h e  
s p i r i t  of  t h e  Regulat ions .  Appel lan ts  may b u i l d  t h e s e  a rcades  a s  a  
m a t t e r  of r i g h t  and Board approval  w i l l  on ly  s e r v e  t o  g i v e  t h e  
a p p e l l a n t s  a d d i t i o n a l  f l o o r  a r e a  credit e lsewhere  i n  t h e  bu i ld ing .  
Whereas, f o r  topographica l  r ea sons ,  a p p e l l a n t s  has  j u s t i f i e d  a  
va r i ance  involv ing  t h e  20th and 2 1 s t  S t r e e t s  a rdaces ,  a p p e l l a n t s  
has  n o t  j u s t i f i e d  a  va r i ance  f o r  t h e  a rcades  a t  t h e  r e a r  of t h e  
bu i ld ing .  Therefore ,  t h e  Board approves t h e  a rcades  on 20th and 
2 1 s t  S t r e e t s  and d isapproves  t h e  a rcade  a c r o s s  t h e  r e a r  of t h e  
bu i ld ing .  


